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lant fiom the National P s List. tion of the Rocky 

MMARY: The United 

the Peripheral Operable Uni 

mental Protection Agency (E Region 8 announces the deletion of 

of the Department of Energy (DOE) Rocky Flats Plant and 0 

(OU 3), also referred to as 

Priorities List (NP 

ite Areas, encompassing approximately acres, fiom the N 

ndix B of 40 CFR Part 300, which is 

Hazardous Substances Pol 

the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 

promulgated pursuant to Section 

ERCLA). Rocky 

tates Government, also known as Flats, Rocky Flats Site, or 

ealth and Environment 

Offsite Areas) poses no 

w e s  pursuant to 

to the surface media (soil, surface water, sediment) and subsurface media, 

including groundwater, within the Peripheral QU and OU 3 of the Rocky Flats 

remain on the NPL, 
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DATE: This partial deletion of the Periph effective on [insert date of publication]. 

volvement Coordinator 

29; telephone nun 

henrieke.ro b@epa.gov. - .  

303-3 12-7150; email address: 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFO 

Rocky Flats is located in the Denver metropolitan area, 

: The Rocky Flats Plant is a DOE fa lity owned by the 

ximately sixteen miles northwest of Denver, 

Colorado, and ten miles south of Boulder, Colorado. Nearby communities include the Cities of Arvada, 

, and Westminster, Colorado. The majority of the Site s located in Jefferson Co ith a small 

lorado. 

thin the boundaries of the Site (the Peripheral 

d primarily east o 

and the Central OU), 

Peripheral and Central OUs. Areas) encompassesproperty north, so 

eletion pertains to the surface media (soil, surface wate sediment) and subsurface media, 

pheral OU and OU . The Central OU not included within this partial 

published a Notice of Intent for Partial Deletion * 

announcing a thirty day public comment period, which proposed to delete the 

rnments were received in the etters-from CDPH 

12,2007. The 

letters from the two ci 'dentical in terms"of the comments each made. In all instances the state and the 

the cities have other 

regarding the points-of-compliance as summarized 
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The following are comments City and County of Broomfield and City of Westminster 



, 
Broomiield/Westminster described that “this p al deletion pertains to the surfac (soil, s d a c e  

water, se 

Rocky Flats Plant. The poi 

deletion assumes all 

surface water quality standards at 

contaminated by 

and subsurface media, including groundwater, within the Peripheral OU and OU 3 of the 

iance for the Central OU is locate 

r leaving the Central OU flowing t 

site boundary. There is a potential 

ed surface water or con inated sediment flowing through the drainages.”. 

Broomfield&Ves “language in the Federal Register states the Departmeiit of 

remedial actions required at the 

conditions warrant such actions. We support the language in the Federal Register. Our4concem is the 

Department of Energy be evaluating surface water quality for uranium, plutonium, and americium as it 

her potential analytes that could be considered contaminants will not be 

evaluated to determine potential impacts to surface water or the drainages within the Peripheral 

In the Responsiveness Summary, EPA expl~ned that DOE is requi 

inus of ee A-series ponds (GS 1 1 

terminal pond 3 

aluate uranium, piutonium 

at five locations fall of terminal pond A-4); 

1 of terminal pond C-2 

(GS3 l), all of which arc in the C 

and where Walnut ek n&ts Indiana (GS03). m the terminal ponds DOE is required to 

take pre-discharge samples e samples includ ee radionuclides ntioned above as well as nitrates, 

‘ Based on extensi ut the life of the cleanu roject these are the only consti 

ongoing evaluation 

exceed cleanup standards. 

ions, We have not found other consti in the surface water at levels that 

mprehensive Risk Assessment for Human He&& a d  

ined that the Peripheral OU is su i~b le  for refore, monitoring of additional cbnstituents 

is not needed in the Peripheral OU in order to protect human health and the environment. 
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vious closure documents did not address how the 

poi ari area Iocated within DOE’s 

jurisdiction. It is very important to us, as a downstream community, to ensure the integrity of 

and secured.” 

In the Responsiveness OD requires that DO 

compliance in surface r at discharge points from the e terminal ponds (A- 

iana Street. DOE’s operation and maintenance responsibilities require that the 

monitors remain secure and in working order. A feature of 

alerts are sent to D 

there is a malfunction 

e monitoring system is that automatic 

el who are responsible for oper 

equipment. Because of this feature, problems with the monitors are immediately 

e monitors anytime 

rrected. As a-part of operation and mainten 11 determine if 

es to protect these moni ng locations are needed. 

WWestminster “believe 

and valid concern bec 

rotection of the monitoring stations 

there were no institutional controls 

n the proposed deleted 

onitoring stations at the site. EPA should be responsive and proactive and identify how these 

stations will be controlled otected to prevent access to the general 

monitoring stations 

not good manage 

eir gntegrity has been jeopardized.” 

nitoring stations at the site is 

not been a problem in the past. The D 
,’ 

agree to review any futu eopardize the integrity of the 

are performance problems with the 

compliance monitors, The purpose of the 

monitors is to take sampl -off events and the likelihood o5tampering with the monitors during these 

events is less than the chances of fail ng due to equipment break down. In 
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 el will be notifi steps taken to correct the problems. 

stminster will not add appreciably to the r 

S hen flow events dictate. 

entifies sites that cant risk to public health, welfare, o 

and maintains the N st of those sites. Any site deleted from the NPL remains eligible for Fund- 

financed actions in the unli 

the NCP states that Funddinanced actions may be taken at sitesdeleted from the NPL. Deletion of a site from 

conditions at the site warrant SUC tion. Section 300.425(e)( 

sponsible party liability or impe gency efforts to recover costs associated with 

response cfforts. 

Lists of Subjects in 40 CFK Part 300 

ir pollution control, emicds, Hazardous sub es, Hazardous waste, 

Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping riquirements, SuperfUnd, Water pollution ’ 

Robert E. Roberts, 

Regional Administrator, Region 8 

PART 300-[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for ues to read as follows: Authoiity: 

U. 3CFR 1991 Comp., p. 

Comp., p. 193. 

Appendix B-[Amended) 



2. endix<B to part 30 

adding a note “P” so that it reads as follows: . 

revising &e entry for “Rocky Flats Plant 

Appendix B to Part 300-National Priorities List 

Table 2.----Federal Facilities Section 

State ite Name City/County Note 
. ”  * * * * * * * 

. . ..Rocky Flats Plant (USDO er Counties.. . . . . . . . . . .P 

* * * * * * * 

(a) * * * 
* * * * * *  

P=Sites with partial deletion(s). 
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